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Abstract  
 
The paper mainly deal with the putting into practice of PRGD in the 6 North – West Region by assessment 
of the implementation of the measures stipulated by the PRGD. For this reason, the indicators have a very 
important signification extended over the association with the specific objectve. This process represents an 
indispensable stage for the assessment of the way of deveolopment and results of some activities. It also is a tool 
of correction of disfunctions that may appear in the process of the waste management. 
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1. Introduction 
 
The management of the municipal waste is one 
of the greatest preoccupations ourdays. From the 
legal point of view, the responsibility belongs to 
the local public authorities, but population also has 
major role.  Romania transposed all the EU 
Directives in the fiels, with supplementary specific 
traits for each reagion and the Regional Plans of 
Waste Management were elaborated in this 
way.The Regional Plan of Waste Management 
(PRGD) is the first planning instrument of the 6 
North – West Region with status of legislative act, 
which represents the strategy of the waste 
management synchronized at the level of all 
counties from the region with the aim of reaching 
the national and EU targets. 
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The application of this plan is not only a 
legal obligation but also necessity for reaching 
the objectives and targets assumed by Romania 
in this filed [1, 4, 5]. 
 
2. Material and method 
 
The PRGD monitoring has to play a key role 
in efficient achieving of the objectives and 
development of sustainable management. It 
includes: 
 Monitoring of achieving the 
implementation measures; 
 Monitoring of the relevant factors for 
prognosis 
 Evaluations of the progress recorded in 
achieving the implementation measures; 
 Identification of the delays, obstacles and 
deficiencies recorded within the 
implementation process. 
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Performing comparison between the existent 
and planned situation represents the aim of 
monitoring. For this, the selection of the 
monitoring indicators represents one of the main 
components. This must be: 
¾ associated to objectives/measures; 
¾ quantifiable.  
If quantifiable targets associated to the 
objective are recorded, the indicator is 
represented by them (target = indicator). 
Implementation measures were established 
for each objective stipulated by the PRGD 6 
North - West Region, and for each measure at 
least one indicator was established. They are:  
 the degree of coverage with sanitation 
services of both urban and rural areas; 
 the number of the inhabitants, which 
separately collect recyclable glass and metal; 
 the capacities of the selection stations (by 
type of selected material) 
 the number of transfer stations; 
 the number of functional conform waste 
storage houses;  
 the number of the collection points for 
dangerous municipal waste; 
 the number of closed and ecologyzed storage 
spaces in rural area;   
 the number of non conform storage houses 
that stopped the storage activity (according 
to planning) 
 the quantity of the collected dangerous 
municipal waste;  
 the quantity of separately collected 
biodegradable waste;  
 the quantity of the collected sizable waste;  
 the quantity of separately collected waste 
from constructions and demolitions;  
 the quantity of the collected DEEE from 
private households;  
 the number of the annually collected VSU. 
The value and their tendency will be 
specified for each of the established indicators, 
using the ”Chernoff Symbols”: ☺ – Positive 
variation compared with intentions, / - 
Negative variation compared with intentions, 
. - No variation [2]. 
 
3. Results and discussions 
 
The way of PRGD application and recorded 
progress are analyzed for the years 2006, 2007. 
The main benefit of this analyzes is that of 
implementing the PRGD (fig. 1). The results 
recorded when the assessment of the achieving the 
measures stipulated in the plan are performed are 
presented in table 1. 
 
 
 
 
Figure 1. The methodology of the assessment of PRGD implementation in 6 North - West Region 
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Table 1. The results recorded at the assessment of the achieving of the measures stipulated in the plan  
 
Quantifiable indcator       No. 
crt. Issue M.U. Value 
2006 
Value 
2007 
Tendency Target Term 
1 Degree of coverage with 
sanitation services in urban 
area from the region  
% 79 79 . 100% coverage area in 
urban area 
2009 
2 Degree of coverage with 
sanitation services in rural 
area from the region 
% 28 31 ☺ 90% coverage area in 
rural area 
2009 
3 Number of inhabitants that 
separately collect paper and 
cardboard waste in region   
number 191735 419255 / Minimum 1,150,000 
inhabitants separately 
collect 
2008 
4 Number of inhabitants that 
separately collect plastic, 
glass and metal waste  
number 233235 452361 ☺ Minimum 390,000 
inhabitants separately 
collect 
2008 
5 Capacities of the transfer 
stations (by type of the 
selected material) 
tonnes/ 
year 
0 0 / Suppplying selection 
capacities 
permanent 
6 Number of transfer stations number 0 0 / Building transfer stations 
in correlation with the 
years of closing the 
existent non conform 
storage houses  
2007 - 
2013 
7 Number of the non conform 
storage houses that stopped 
the storage activity   
number 1 1 ☺ Stopping the activity of 
non conform storage 
houses 
Conf. HG 
349/2000 
8 Number of closed and 
ecologyzed storage houses in 
rural area 
number 4 0 / Closing and 
ecologyzation of 817 
storage houses from the 
rural area 
2009 
9 Number of functional 
conform storage houses 
destined for waste  
number 0 0 . 6 conform storage houses Conform 
PRGD 
10 Number of the collection 
points of municipal 
dangerous waste   
number 0 0 / Implementation of a 
system of separate 
collecting, treatment and 
elimination of the 
dangerous municipal 
waste   
permanent 
11 Collected quantity of 
municipal dangerous waste  
tonnes/ 
year 
0 0 / Reducing of the quantity 
of biodegradable stored 
waste 
permanent 
12 Separately collected quantity 
of biodegradable waste 
tonnes/ 
year 
0 0 / Implementation and 
function of the separate 
collecting system, 
valuation and elimination  
2010 
2013 
2016 
13 Separately collected quantity 
of sizeable waste 
tonnes/ 
year 
133,50 3920 / Implementation and 
function of the separate 
collecting system, 
treatment and elimination  
permanent 
14 Separately collected quantity 
of waste from constructions 
and demolitions 
tonnes/ 
year 
53307 105700 / Implementation and 
function of the separate 
collecting system, 
valuation and elimination 
permanent 
15 DEEE quantity collected 
from private households  
tonnes/ 
year 
67.369 299.875 / Implementation and 
function of the separate 
collecting system, 
treatment and valuation  
permanent 
16 Number of the annually 
collected VSU  
number 4145 8205 ☺ Implementation and 
function of the separate 
collecting system, 
treatment and valuation  
permanent 
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4.  Conclusions  
 
The assesssment of the PRGD 
implementation in 6 North – West Region led to 
the following conclusions: 
 Degree of coverage with sanitation services, 
at urban level is maintained constant 
compared to the previous year, but light 
increase was recorded in rural area. Hoewer, 
it still remains low if compared with targets 
for 2009. As consequence, the progress 
cannot be estimated.  
 Number of inhabitants that separately collect 
paper and cardboard waste still remains 
small compared to the target for 2008. Even 
targets for 2008 concerning the recycling of 
glass and metal package are high their 
separate collecting is not current practice 
even in areas where it is implemented.  
However, concerning PET waste this target 
was reached. At regional level, no selection 
station for collected recyclable waste was 
recorded. 
 Presently, in region no transfer station was 
recorded. 
 Stopping the activity of storage in none 
conform storage houses “b” class from urban 
area was performed according calendar 
established by the HG 349/2005. 
 In 6 North – West Region no progress was 
recorded concerning reducing of the quantity 
of stored biodegradable waste, except some 
projects for composting stations in the 
county of Sălaj and Cluj. 
 In region one conform waste storage house 
exist in the county of Bihor. For other 
counties the storage houses will be realized 
within integrated systems of waste 
management. 
 In rural area in 2007 no space of waste 
storage was closed and ecologyzed.   
 Even, according to the legal stipulations and 
PRGD, beginning with 2007, May, the local 
public administration by sanitation firms is 
constraint to separate collect and perform 
correspondent treatment of the dangerous 
domestic waste. This situation is not 
recorded in regional localities.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 The indicator of DEEE collection from 
private households even recorded a 
significant progress compared to 2006 is 
very low (order of hundred of grams) 
compared to the target for 2007 of 3 
kg/inhabitant. 
 In 2007 a significant increase of both 
number of collected and treated VSU 
compared to 2006. 
 Concerning the waste from constructions 
and demolitions and sizable waste, no 
progress can be observed even the values are 
bigger compared to previous year, because 
no exact evidence of generated quantities 
and correspondent management was 
recorded.   
Collaboration with the public authorities, 
local and county councils, especially, is essential 
in the monitoring process for the knowledge of 
the implementation stage (being the main 
responsible), but mainly for identification of the 
obstacles, delays and deficiencies of this process 
with the aim of adopting the necessary measures. 
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